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Examiner's Amendment 
42 (Examiner's Amendment) A method for searching records in at least one first data table in 
response to a given query from a decision application server, the first data table having plain 
text- data including words, the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving the given query having plain-text predicates for searching records in the first 

table, 

transforming the given query, in accordance with a nomenclature which is based on and 
was created subsequent to [an] a prior analysis of [the] said records, into an encoded query 
having numerically encoded predicates, 

processing the encoded query in connection with at least one second data table, the 
second data table having numerical data encoded so as to maintain an ordinal relationship among 
the words in the plain-text data, wherein the numerical data is encoded in accordance with the 
nomenclature. 

Reasons for Allowance 

Claims 35-46 and 53 are pending. Claims 35, 41 and 53 are independent. Claims 36-40 
and 42-46 are dependent. The closest prior art are the references to Depledge et al (U.S. Patent 
5,899,988) and the IBM Technical Disclosure Bulletin NA8910305 entitled "Query Processing 
with Existing Vector Machine Features", hereafter referred to as "IBM document". 

Claim 35: Claim 35 is addressed to a method for pre-conditioning one or more data 
tables of a decision application server in a search system, where the tables are processed by a 
search engine. It includes the steps of analyzing records in fields of records and creating a 
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nomenclature of the predicates based on and subsequent to the analysis of the field of records. 
This differs from Depledge et al. in which the nomenclature is direct bitmapping of predicates. A 
bitmapping nomenclature converts the presence of a predicate to a numerical value "1", while 
non-presence of a predicate creates a numerical value "0". This nomenclature is always the 
same, and is not itself based on the analysis of the records. The same nomenclature is applied in 
every analysis. Similarly in the IBM document, the nomenclature is conversion of text to 
numerical vector arrays. The conversion process itself is not based upon an analysis of records. 
Accordingly, claim 35 overcomes Depledge et al. and the IBM document. 

Claim 41: Claim 41 is addressed to a method for searching records in a data table in 
response to a query from a decision application server. It includes the steps of receiving a query 
having plain text predicates for searching records in the table and transforming the query in 
accordance with a nomenclature which is based on created subsequent to a prior analysis of said 
records. In Depledge et al, the nomenclature is always the same, and is not itself based upon an 
analysis of the records. In the IBM document, the conversion process itself is not based upon an 
analysis of the records. Accordingly, claim 41 overcomes Depledge et al. and the IBM 
document. 

Claim 53: Claim 53 is addressed to a method for pre-conditioning one or more data 
tables of a decision application server in a search system, where the tables are processed by a 
search engine. It includes the steps of analyzing predicates of text and a collating sequence and 
creating a nomenclature based on and subsequent to the analysis of the predicates according to 
the collating sequence. In Depledge et al, the nomenclature is always the same, and is not itself 
based upon an analysis of the text in a collating sequence. In the IBM document, the conversion 
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process itself is not based upon an analysis of the text in a collating sequence. Accordingly, 
claim 53 overcomes Depledge et al. and the IBM document. 

Claims 35, 41 and 53 are therefore allowable. Claims 36-40 and 42-46 are dependent 
therefrom and allowable. 



SAM RIMELL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 


